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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1-26 are presented for examination. 

2. It is noted that although the present application does contain line numbers in the 
specification and claims, the line numbers in the claims do not correspond to the preferred 
format. The preferred format is to number each line of every claim, with each claim beginning 
with line 1 . For ease of reference by both the Examiner and Applicant all future correspondence 
should include the recommended line numbering. 

3. The specification is objected to because of the following informalities and grammar 
errors, page 11, line 12, "FIG. 8" [i.e. no fig. 8]. Appropriate correction is required. 



4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC 102 



Application/Control Number: 09/726,468 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2154 

5. The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

6. Claims 1-9, 14, 17-18 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Wies et al, U.S. Patent 6,353,850 (hereinafter Wies). 

7. As per claim 1, Wies taught the invention as claimed for generating data representative of 
audio, the system comprising 

a client (fig. 1; col. 6 lines 25-28); 

a server in communication with said client over a network (fig. 1; col. 6, lines 28-35); and 
a set of instructions, said set of instructions being configured to generate data 
representative of audio in response to a user event, said user event being generated on 
said client (col. 11, lines 28-34; col. 12, lines 28-32; col 16, lines 21-30; col. 18, lines 1- 
17; col. 32, lines 39-67; col. 35, lines 10-39). 
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8. As per claim 24, Wies taught the invention as claimed for generating data representative 

of audio comprising: 

displaying at least one viewable window (fig. 8; col. 21, lines 3-7); 

locating a pointer outside of said viewable windows (col. 9, lines 56-64; col. 16, lines 5- 

10; col. 19, lines 19-22; col. 20, lines 2-4; col. 21, lines 25-31); and 

generating data representative of audio based on the location of said pointer (col. 1 1 , lines 

28-34; col. 12, lines 28-32; col. 16, lines 21-30; col 18, lines 1-17; col. 32, lines 39-67; 

col. 35, lines 10-39). 



9. As per claim 2, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 1 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said set of instructions comprises a mathematical formula (col. 21, lines 26-59). 

10. As per claim 3, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 2 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said mathematical formula comprises variables, the value of which is determined 
by said user event (col. 21, lines 26-59). 

11. As per claim 4, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 3 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said variables are related to the coordinates of a user's pointer (col. 21, lines 26- 
59; col. 22, lines 17-19). 
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12. As per claim 5, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 1 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said set of instructions receives a stream of data as said user event (col. 18, lines 
59-col. 19, lines 3). 

13. As per claim 6, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 1 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said set of instructions is transmitted form said server to said client via said 
network (col 11, lines 28-34;col. 17, lines 27-29). 

14. As per claim 7, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 6 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said set of instructions is transmitted in conjunction with a viewable window 
which is displayed on said client (col. 11, lines 28-34; col. 17, lines 26-44). 

15. As per claim 8, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 7 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said user event occurs outside said viewable window (col. 16, lines 1-10; col. 20, 
lines 2-4; col. 35, lines 24-39). 

16. As per claim 9, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 7 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said user event occurs within said viewable window (col 13, lines 16-19; col. 16, 
lines 1-10). 



Application/Control Number: 09/726,468 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2154 

17. As per claim 14, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 7 above. Wies further 
taught comprising a second server, said second server providing content to said client (col. 16, 
lines 58-col. 17, lines 9). 

18. As per claim 17, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 14 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said selected content comprises a web page (col 16, lines 58-col. 17, lines 9). 

19. As per claim 18, Wies taught the invention as claimed in claim 1 above. Wies further 
taught wherein said network is chosen from the group including Internet and World Wide Web 
(col. 3, lines 27-31). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

21. Claims 19-20 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chaddha, U.S. Patent 6,345,293 (hereinafter Chaddha) in view of "Official Notice". 
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22. As per claims 19-20 and 26, Chaddha taught the invention substantially as claimed for 
providing multi-media content to a user (col 5, lines 22-25), the method comprising: 

obtaining user profiling data associated with a user (col. 6, lines 52-59); 

combining said content for said first medium with said content for said second medium to 

form multi-media content (col 5, lines 22-24); and 

providing said multi-media content to said user (col. 7, lines 7-9). 

23. Chaddha did not specifically detailing selecting content for a first medium and content 
for a second medium based on user data. However, Chaddha taught generating personalized 
content based on user profiling data (col. 7, lines 2-7). 

24. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to select both a first medium and content for a second medium based on user data 
because by doing so would increase the probability of providing target contents based on the 
interest of the user. 

25. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chaddha in view 
of Wies. 

26. As per claim 22, Chaddha taught the invention substantially as claimed comprising: 

a user with a client, said client providing requests for material, and comprising a display 
device (col 5, lines 63-67); 
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a content provider having a page responsive to said requests for material, the content 
provider providing requests for viewable windows (col. 6, lines 1-6); and 
a server having viewable windows responsive to said requests for viewable windows (col. 
6, lines 3-6). 

27. Chaddha did not teach instructions for generating audio data in response of user event. 
Wies taught the invention comprising: 

a set of instructions, said set of instructions configured to generate data representative of 
audio in response to user events (col. 11, lines 28-34; col 12, lines 28-32; col. 16, lines 21-30; 
col. 18, lines 1-17; col. 32, lines 39-67; col. 35, lines 10-39); 

wherein said user events are generated by said user interacting with said client (col. 22, 
lines 33-35; col. 35, lines 15-24). 

28. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Chaddha and Wies because Wies's system of instruction 
for generating audio data in response to user event would increase the user's enjoyment in 
Chaddha system by producing sounds according to the user's interaction with objects on the 
webpage. 

29. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wies in view of 
Merriman et al, U.S. Patent 5,948,061 (hereinafter Merriman). 



Application/Control Number: 09/726,468 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2154 

30. As per claim 10, Wies taught the invention substantially as claimed in claim 7 above. 
Wies did not specifically detailing said viewable window has content used for advertising 
purpose. Merriman taught wherein said viewable window has content used for commerce, 
advertising, or entertainment purposes (col. 3, lines 5-15). 

31. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Wies and Merriman because Merriman 5 s method of 
viewable window with advertising content would increase the revenue of the webpage owner by 
allowing advertisement to be display to the user viewing a webpage for a fee. 

32. Claims 1 1 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wies in 
view of Weisberg et al, U.S. Patent 6,351,736 (hereinafter Weisberg). 

33. As per claims 1 1 and 25, Wies taught the invention substantially as claimed in claims 7 
and 24 above. Wies did not teach an advertising banner. Weisberg taught wherein said viewable 
window comprises an advertising banner (col. 7, lines 12-15). 

34. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Wies and Weisberg because Weisberg 5 s method an 
advertising banner would increase the revenue of the webpage owner in Wies's system by 
allowing advertising banner to be display to the user viewing a webpage for a fee. 
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35. Claims 12 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wies in view of Chaddha. 

36. As per claims 12 and 15, Wies taught the invention substantially as claimed in claims 7 
and 14 above. Wies did not teach choosing said viewable window according to user profiling 
data. Chaddha taught wherein the content of said viewable window is chosen according to user 
profiling data (col. 7, lines 2-9). 

37. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Wies and Chaddha because Chaddha 1 s method of 
choosing content according to user profiling data would increase the probability of providing 
target advertisement to a user by accounting for the user's interest based on the user's online 
history. 

38. As per claim 16, Wies and Chaddha taught the invention substantially as claimed in claim 
1 5 above. Chaddha further taught wherein said user profiling data includes reference to said 
content provided by said second server (col. 6, lines 59-62). 

39. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chaddha in view 
of Weisberg. 




Application/Control Number: 09/726,468 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2154 

40. As per claim 21, Chaddha taught the invention substantially as claimed in claim 20 
above. Chaddha did not teach an advertising banner. Weisberg taught wherein said viewable 
window comprises an advertising banner (col. 7, lines 12-15). 

41. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Chaddha and Weisberg because Weisberg 5 s method an 
advertising banner would increase the revenue of the webpage owner in Chaddha' s system by 
allowing advertising banner to be display to the user viewing a webpage for a fee. 

42. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chaddha and 
Wies in view of Weisberg. 

43. As per claim 23, Chaddha and Wies taught the invention substantially as claimed in claim 
22 above. Chaddha and Wies did not teach an advertising banner. Weisberg taught wherein said 
viewable window comprises an advertising banner (col. 7, lines 12-15). 

44. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Chaddha, Wies and Weisberg because Weisberg' s method 
an advertising banner would increase the revenue of the webpage owner in Chaddha' s and 
Wies's systems by allowing advertising banner to be display to the user viewing a webpage for a 
fee. 
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45. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wies and 
Chaddha in view of Merriman. 

46. As per claim 13, Wies and Chaddha taught the invention substantially as claimed in claim 
12 above. Wies and Chaddha did not specifically teach including the number of times a users 
has interacted with other viewable windows. Merriman taught wherein said user profiling data 
includes the number of times a user has interacted with other viewable windows (col. 5, lines 56- 
60; col. 6, lines 12-26). 

47. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Wies, Chaddha and Merriman because Merriman' s 
method of choosing content according to user profiling data would increase the probability of 
providing target advertisement to a user in Wies's and Chaddha's systems by targeting user with 
advertisement related to their interest based on the frequency of the user's interaction with other 
advertisements. 



CONCLUSION 



48. A shortened statutory period for reply to this Office action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. 
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49. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Philip C Lee whose telephone number is (703)305-7721 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM TO 5:30 PM Monday to Thursday and every other 
Friday. 

50. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (703)305-8498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703)872-9306. 

51 . Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)350-6121 . 



PL. 




JOHN FOLLANSBEE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



